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EDITORIAL NOTES 


HE essence of true religion is the existence of right rela- 
T tions between the soul of man and the Heavenly Father. 

It is not merely the intellectual acceptance of a “creed,” 
or the adoption of any particular set of religious or ethical ideas. 
The Scriptures tell us that “all have sinned, and come short of 
the glory of God.” By sin and wrong-doing we are all separated 
from God, and the question is a momentous one, how can we be 
reconciled to our Heavenly Father? We know that He loves all 
that He has created, for “God is love,” and as the Apostle John 
says in his first epistle: “In this was manifested the love of God 
toward us, because that God sent His only hegotten Son into the 
world, that we might live through him; not that we loved God, 
hut that He loved us, and sent His Son to be the propitiation for 
our sins.” Thus we see that Almighty God has provided a means 
hy which every human being can be reconciled to Him. Though 
we may have wandered away and seemingly ignored His presence 
in the world, yet He has not forgotten us. The coming of Christ 
on the earth in human form was the manifestation of this love 
f God for sinful man. “This is a faithful saying and worthy of 
ill acceptation,” says the Apostle Paul, “that Christ Jesus came 
into the world to save sinners.” There is comfort for every human 
heing in knowing that the Son of God invites us to come unto Him 
ind obtain the salvation that will reconcile us with our Heavenly 
Father. By faith in Him and repentance for sin, each one can 
say: “He is my Saviour.” By grace we are saved through faith ; 
and that not of ourselves—it is the gift of God. 
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A Priest in the Orient Seeking Light 

\n agent of the American Bible Society in the Orient recently 
said, in a letter, dated April 26, 1910: “T know a Roman Catholic 
priest who seems willing to learn the truth, and T write to asl 
you if you will not be kind enough to send me some literatur: 
that would be likely to interest him and help him to a knowledge 
of Christ. TI do not think anything denunciatory of the Roman 
system would be acceptable, but T would suggest a kind and sym 
pathetic presentation of the truth.” 

It is evident that the distinctive doctrines of the Roman Catholic 
Church are slipping away from that priest: vet all that he ever 
learnt of religion was in the dogmas, ordinances and sacraments 
of his Church. He has alwavs had to depend upon his fellow 
men in his dealings with God—in the sacraments that thev ad 
ministered and the ceremonies thev performed. But he has found 
in his personal experience that there was nothing in absolution 
and the sacraments of the Church that would give him any real 
assurance of acceptance with God because there has alwavs been 
an element of uncertainty concerning these 1s to their validity 
for their virtue, according to the teaching of the Church, largel 
depends on such elements as the “intention” of the priest, for 
example, when saying mass or giving absolution. 

Tf that priest in the Orient had, however, heen told that he can 
not be saved merely through the sacraments of any Church, or by 
the words or actions of any of his fellow-men: that Jesus Christ 
alone can give him the assurance of sin forgiven, and that He 
certainly will bestow that blessing upon him in answer to the sin 
cere uplifting of his heart. he would have found it easy to ap 
proach the Saviour direct, without troubling the Virgin Mary, o1 
saints, or angels, or his brother priest. It is to be hoped that he 
has done so long before this, to the peace of his soul and the joy 
of his heart. 

Everywhere priests are losing faith in the doctrines of the 
Roman Church. There is no better missionary work in ever} 
country than in teaching salvation for them and every huma 
being directly and personally, outside of the Roman Church 
Wherever there is a seeking repentant sinner there is a loving 
Saviour seeking that soul, and when that soul and the Saviow 
come together there is salvation from God. 
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None Can Forgive Sins But God Only, 


Our Catholic friends will be as much interested in Dr. Mc- 
Millan's great sermon as our Protestant readers, and not least in 


that part of it which refers to the forgiveness of sins. It is only 


ommon sense as well as Scripture that no man has power to 


lorgive sins against God. “Thy sins be forgiven thee!” said 


Christ to the man sick of the palsy; and the Jews, reasoning 


in their hearts, said to themselves, “\Vho can forgive sins but 


God only?” ‘Then Jesus, in the fulness of the Divine power, 


knowing their thoughts, answered the question first by an oral 
declaration that he possessed that power, and then by the per- 
formance of a miracle on the sick man. 


He alone, as God, could 
exercise that power. The woman who ° 


‘was a sinner” also had 
her sins forgiven by the Blessed Saviour; and from that day to 
the present those who have gone to Him in repentance and faith 
have proved in their experience the truth of His declaration to 
the Scribes and Pharisees of Capernaum: “The Son of man hath 
power on earth to forgive sins.’ This divine truth, of such vital 
importance to every human being is well expressed in these 


verses, which are So plain that any child who commits them to 
memory will surely find them useful in aiter liie: 


GO TO CHRIST FOR FORGIVENESS 
Contess your sins alone to God, 
Pleading the Saviour’s precious Blood; 
He only can your guilt remove, — 

And fill your soul with peace and love. 


Man has no pard’ning grace to give, 
Man cannot make a sinner live, 

Man cannot sin’s great power subdue, 
Man cannot form the heart anew. 


No priest on earth can sins forgive, 
Or bid the guilty sinner live; 

‘Tis God alone can peace convey, 
And take our load of guilt away. 


Arise, and to your Father go, 

He knows and pities all your woe; 

His voice will bid your griefs depart, 
And speak forgiveness to your heart. 
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People Are Interested in Protestant, Sermons 

The Rev. Dr. Duncan J. McMillan has rendered a great service 
to the Christian public, and a noble example to all Protestant 
ministers, by his timely sermon on the Confession of Peter and 
the false claims of the Roman Church, in this issue of THE Con- 
VERTED CATHOLIC, When ministers preach Protestant and 
evangelical sermons, they will learn that their people are deeply 
interested in such subjects and that the old Bible doctrine, even if 
savoring of controversy, has not lost its power or attraction. Dr. 
McMillan, who is one of the most scholarly, careful and conserva- 
tive pastors of New York, has proved this, and has shown his wis- 
dom in preaching timely sermons which build up his congre- 
gation in the faith and bring in those who have not yet learned 
the way of the Lord. In the last few years Dr. McMillan has 
received over one hundred converted Catholics into the com- 
munion of the New York Presbyterian Church. 

The large attendance, week after week, at the services in 
Christ’s Mission bears witness to the great interest in the living 
subjects that cluster around the foundation truths of the Word 
of God, and the principles of the Reformation. Too many mem- 
bers of Protestant Churches are ignorant of both the work and 
the teaching of those great heroes of the sixteenth century, who, 
under God, opened the way for the wonderful progress and pros- 
perity of the Protestant nations and peoples, in contrast with the 
backwardness and inferior conditions that prevail in those coun- 
tries that are still in bondage to Popes and priests. The com- 
parison between Protestant and Roman Catholic doctrines, be- 
sides enlightening the community at large, appeals with much 
force to Catholics. They will attend meetings where such sub- 
jects are discussed. 


The New York_Sun Justifies the King’s Oath 


Roman Catholics who may be opposed to the strong language 
of the English King’s oath should read the leading editorial in 
the New York Sun, May 16, 1910, wherein that great metro- 
politan journal says: 

Antiquated though the formulas may be and repugnant to the 
new ideas of religious toleration, they mark a turning-point in 
the history of England, they form an essential part in the con- 
tract between the nation and its sovereigns which has held good 
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to the present day, and no clause or term in it is without adequate 
historical justification. ‘ 

In form the oath must be taken by every sovereign while the 
existing British Constitution stands, for the Great Revolution 
that made William and Mary King and Queen of England was a 
Protestant revolution, and the Church of England still holds to 
the dogmas involved in the abjuration of transubstantiation, of 
the invocation of saints, and of the sacrament of the mass, even 
if it discusses them in milder terms than when the transgressions 
of the Stuarts made them vital issues. 


The traditional aversion to “Papistry” and to “Papists” still 
survives in a large proportion of the members of the Church of 
England, and it is even stronger in the various Protestant sects. 

The coronation oath contains nothing that can be reason- 
ably objected to. 

The form of the oath may be changed when the Roman Church 
becomes like other Christian Churches 


Convents Should Be Open to Inspection 

The Protestant Alliance has taken a leading part in opposing 
any change in the Protestant oath of the King of England. At 
the annual meeting of the Alliance in London last month, resolu- 
tions were adopted advocating the Government inspection of con- 


vents and monasteries, where many persons were detained against 
their will. The Rev. Thomas Connellan, the well-known con- 
verted Irish priest, who so ably edits The Catholic, of Dublin, 
and Miss Madge Moult, the young nun who escaped from the 
English convent at Bergholt last year, were among the speakers 
at the meeting. Miss Moult said, as reported in the English 
Churchman, May 5, while no flagrant vice was apparent in the 


convent at East Bergholt, where she was a nun for seven years, 
“the spirit of worldliness was rampant, and no autocracy outside 
could equal that inside. The Mother Abbess ruled the institu- 
tion with a rod of iron, and the nuns could scarcely endure each 
other. A convent might be described as an assemblage of women 
replete with feline instincts; it certainly was not a model of 
asceticism. These institutions must end because they were the 
enemies of humanity. A religious life that needs high walls and 
bars and bolts is repugnant to a free people.” 

What that “Escaped Nun” says of convents in England is 
equally applicable to those in the United States. 
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The Los von Rom Movement 


Our excellent contemporary, The Christian Irishman, of Dub- 
lin, in its issue for May, supplies the following information re- 
garding the ‘““Away from Rome” movement in Austria: 

During the year 1909, 1,200 Roman Catholics in Vienna be- 
came Protestants. So the Los von Rom movement in the capital 

Austria shows no signs of abating. In Styria the movement 
also made encouraging progress. During the past year, 587 
Roman Catholics registered themselves as Protestants, making 
6,874 since the movement began in 1808. 

The number of conversions to Protestantism in connection with 
the Austrian Los von Rom movement in 1909 is very encouraging, 
4,377 Roman Catholics having publicly enrolled themselves as 
Protestants. This is 208 less than 1908, but is larger than any 
other year since 1903, except one other, namely, 1905. The num- 
bers since the beginning of the movement are as follows: 1808, 
1,598; 1899, 6,385; 1900, 5,058; 1901, 6,639; 1902, 4,624; 1903, 
4,510; 1904, 4,302; 1905, 4.855; 1906, 4,304; 1907, 4,197; 1908, 
4,585; 1909, 4,377, in all, 55.554. The Old Catholic Church had 
in 1909, 1,038 accessions from Rome in Austria; since 1898, 
975. So that these two Churches have gained from Rome, since 
the autumn of 1898—a little more than eleven years—70,529. And 
these numbers, important as they are, are only a slight indicé ation 
of the gain the movement has brought both to the Protestants and 
the | Nd ( = iolics of Austria. 

The author of the article on this subject is one of the most 
learned scl ated in the ministry of the Presbyterian Church in 
Ireland. He has visited the various cities and towns where this 
great movement is in progress, and being conversant with the 
languages of Central Europe he has been able to obtain facts and 
figures at first hand. The people are leaving the Roman Catholi 
Church in large numbers in every country of the world. 


Dr. MacArthur’s Fortieth Anniversary 
The New York Examiner, May 19, in an admirable report of 
the celebration of Rev. Dr. Robert Stuart MacArthur’s fortiett 
anniversary as pastor of Calvary Baptist Church, New York City, 


on Sunday, May 15, said: 

Dr. MacArthur’s ministry has been unique, in that he has minis- 
tered for forty years to the same church in these changing times 
and in a city of incessant rush and movement, adapting himself 
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to all the varied conditions throughout this long period in such a 
manner as not only to hold but to strengthen a popularity early 
and worthily gained. That he can report at the end of these forty 
years a property worth $1,000,000 free of debt, an endowment of 
upward of $50,000, benevolences amounting to more than $2,000,- 
000, additions to the membership of more than 5,000, and a 
present enrolment of 2,300 members, is a convincing tribute to 
the tremendous energy and force of his entire pastorate. But 
that he should enjoy, at the expiration of these forty years of 
prodigious service, and in the sixty-ninth year of his age, a robust- 
ness of health that the great majority of youth might covet and a 
capacity for hard and incessant work greater than at any past 
period of his ministry, puts him into the category of men whose 
ministry in the metropolis has been so far out of the ordinary as 
to border on the phenomenal. : 


Dr. MacArthur has been a zealous advocate of the work of 


Christ’s Mission from its beginning and a warm personal friend of 


the Editor of THe Convertep CATHOLIC, as the readers of this 
Magazine have good reason to know. Christians of all denomina- 
tions rejoice in the great work for God and humanity this noble 
pastor has accomplished during this long period of time, and with 
united prayer join in the sentiments expressed by Dr. MacArthur 
in the closing words of his sermon—“These Forty Years”: 
Pastor and people turn hopefully to the future. The best 
days for this church are yet to come. It is hoped that there will 
be no pause in the onward march of service for God and man. 
We shall not be guilty of self-complacent reliance on past achieve 
ments, nor of indulgence in guilty repose. We shall rather lister 
to the call of duty as it summons us to advance. At the end of 
forty years we can say, with Browning: 
“The best is yet to be, 
The last of life, for which the first was made, 
Our times are in his hand 
Who saith, ‘A Whole I planned,’ 
Youth shows but half; trust God ; 


See all, nor be afraid. 
* * * * * * 


Thou waitest age; wait death, nor be afraid.” 

When the preaching services in connection with the work of 
Christ’s Mission were held in the great hall of Masonic Temple, 
Dr. MacArthur’s Church was across the way in Twenty-third 
street; and three years ago the headquarters of the Mission was 
transferred to the same street as the present Calvary Church. 
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Colonel Roosevelt’s Royal Progress 


After his departure from Italy in April, Mr. Roosevelt was re- 
ceived with what the papers call royal honors in Austria, France, 
Belgium, Holland, Denmark, Norway, Sweden, Germany and 
England. In the last named country, notwithstanding the death 
of King Edward VII on May 6, people of all ranks from the 
young King down, delighted to do him honor. When he returns 
this month to his own country, of which he is the most distin- 
guished private citizen, he will be welcomed in a manner un- 
rivalled in the history of the United States. 

et SF SH 

In Colonel Roosevelt’s lecture before the University of Berlin, 
on May 12, when the German Emperor and the learned men of 
that city were present, he said: 

There are plenty of scientific men whose hard arrogance, whose 
cynical materialism, whose dogmatic intolerance put them on a 
level with the bigoted mediaeval ecclesiasticism which they de- 
nounce, 

Mr. Roosevelt had just had a specimen of the bigoted ecclesi- 
asticism of Rome, as Martin Luther had in his day, and it may be 
that the result of the former’s visit to Rome will, in the long run, 


be as disastrous to the political power of the Papacy in the earth 
as the visit of Martin Luther to that city in 1510—exactly four 
hundred years before—proved to be to its spiritual supremacy in 
the world. Both Roosevelt and Luther had their eyes opened 


when they saw for themselves the actual conditions in the city 

lich was, and is, the center of medizval superstition. 

Ss SF SES 

Before his departure from Berlin for London on May 15, to 
attend the funeral of King Edward VII, as Special Ambassador 
appointed by President Taft, Colonel Roosevelt, the despatches 
say, was somewhat disturbed by the reports in the American 
papers of Archbishop O’Connell’s bitter attack on himself and 
his friend Mr. O’Loughlin. The latter did not accompany Mr. 
Roosevelt beyond Paris, and when he returned to New York last 
month, he refused to comment on O’Connell’s denunciation. There 
will be need of much political manipulation to straighten out 
things between Roosevelt and the hierarchy. But the next Presi- 
dential election is still two years off. 
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SERVICES IN CHRIST’S MISSION 
331 West Fifty-Seventh Street, New York 


James A. O’Connor, PAstor 
The large congregation that listened to the Rev. Dr. Mc Millan's 
scriptural and scholarly exposition of the true doctrine of “Peter 
and the Rock” will gladly welcome him again. It is a good sign 
that some of the foremost pastors of the city are interested in the 
subject of Roman. Catholicism and its perversions of Biblical 
truth. 


During the month of May there was no abatement in the in- 
terest manifested in the meetings. Pastor O'Connor referred to 
Archbishop O’Connell’s denunciation of ex-Presideni Roosevelt 
at the service on May 8, and directed the attention of the con- 
gregation, which was composed of both Protestants and Catho- 
lics, to the following points: 

1. The bold reassertion of the Temporal Power of the Pope. 
Until the last few months the claims of the Papacy to temporal 
power have been kept in the background by the Roman hierarchy 
in this country, although a good deal has been said about the 
“spiritual” allegiance of Roman Catholics to the Pope. In the 
opinion of the hierarchy, the time seems now to have arrived when 
its members feel strong enough in the country to show more of 
their true colors than has seemed wise heretofore. Hence the 
allusions now made by Dr. O'Connell to “the court” of the Papacy, 
and the “etiquette followed by all royal courts,” ete., to present 
the Pope before the American people as being one of the temporal 
rulers of Europe. 

2. The statement that it was Colonel Roosevelt's duty, as a 
guest at the Vatican, to “pay his homage.” 

This goes one step further than the mere assertion of the Tem- 
poral Power in general, in that it makes the Pope the feudal lord, 
over Protestants as well as Catholics. Under the feudal system 
it was the custom for the vassals who held their crowns, or coro- 
nets, or lands from a King to “pay homage” to him at certain 
times in acknowledgment of his suzerainty, and usually at such 
times tribute was also paid. It must be remembered that the 
Papacy actually claims suzerainty over Protestant nations. For 


example, in 1570 Pope Pius V excommunicated Queen Elizabeth 
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of England in a Bull, of which the fifth section reads thus, ac- 
cording to a volume published by the Bishop of Lincoln in 1581: 


And also the Nobility, Subjects, and People of the said King- 
dom, and all others, which have in any sort sworn unto her, to be 
forever absolved from any such Oath, and all manner of Duty, 
of Dominion, Allegiance and Obedience; As we also do by Au- 
thority of these Presents absolve them and do deprive the same 
Elizabeth of her pretended Title to the Kingdom, and all other 
things abovesaid. And we do Command and Interdict all and 
every the Noblemen, Subjects, People and others aforesaid, that 
they presume not to obey her, or her Monitions, Mandates, and 
Laws: And those which shall do the contrary, We do innodate 
with the like Sentence of Anathema. 

The title of this document is, “The Damnation and Excom 
munication of Elizabeth Queen of England, and her Adherents, 
with an Addition of other Punishments.” 

3. “Why did you dare insult the Holy Father?” Mr. Roose- 
velt did not “insult” the Pope at all by denying the Papal author- 
ity to control his actions. Of course if Roman Catholics choose 
to allow the dictation of the Pope in personal matters, that is theit 
own affair; and by remaining under the control of the hierarchy 


they in a measure give him the right to interfere in their private 
business. But it is absurd to say that a Protestant “insults” the 
Pope because h 


e denies him any such authority over his actions. 
4. The warning to “liberal” Catholics. “‘What is needed is 
absolute adherence to principles of Catholicity. When once the 


way has been pointed out by their divinely appointed leaders 


itholics should follow promptly and joyfully. Every movement 
volving Catholic interests should have their whole souled sup- 


port.” “Loyal” Catholics, then, are only those who recognize 


( 


the Roman hierarchy as “divinely appointed leaders” and “‘fol- 
low promptly and joyfully.” So members of the Roman Church 
are thus warned as to what manner of men they must be if they 
desire the support of the Federation of Catholic Societies when 
they run for office. At the same time Protestant voters can now 
take note that political candidates supported by the Federation 
are supposed by the hierarchy to accept instructions from the 
Church authorities first and from their constituents afterwards. 
Not only so, but candidates who do not satisfy the bishops and 
priests on this point will be actively opposed by the Catholic Fed- 
eration in favor of men “not of our faith.” The proper thing 
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now, according to Archbishop O’Connell, will be for political man- 
igers of all parties to submit their “slates” to him for his approval, 
so that he may be satisfied that their Catholic candidates are 
‘real.” 

5. Instructions for Catholic candidates. Those Catholic can- 
lidates who, by permission of the Federation, are allowed to take 
fice are made to understand distinctly that they must “stand 
with the Church.” That means, of course, recognizing the 
supremacy of the Papacy over the State and National govern- 
ments. The only object of the activities of the Federation of 
Catholic Societies—indeed of its existence at all—is to put such 


men in office everywhere throughout our country, and—to keep 


Wl others out! But will intelligent free-born American citizens— 
Catholic or Protestant—submit to the dictation of an alien power 
like the Papacy? Pastor O'Connor quoted from a leading paper 
in Boston, the Transcript, which said that Catholics would not 
bey the bishops in such matters. It said: “The recent election of 
ludge Gaynor by a constituency overwhelmingly Catholic should 
temper any illusions that the hierarchy may occasionally cherish 
to its ability to control American Catholics when once within 
their voting booths. No man more offensive to the ecclesiastical 
iuthorities ever secured promotion in America than Mr. Gaynor, 
ind yet it would require a microscope to find where that had 
injured him numerically at the various times when he has been a 
candidate for public office before electorates very largely Roman 
Catholic.” Judge Gaynor is a noble converted Catholic. 
Sunday, May 15, Pastor O’Connor spoke on the subject of the 
English King’s Protestant oath, and the death of King Edward 
VII, which occurred in London on May 6. The oath to be taken 
by the new King, George V, is as follows: “I, George, do sol- 
emnly and sincerely, in the presence of God, profess and testify 
and declare that I do believe that in the Sacrament of the Lord’s 
Supper there is not any Transubstantiation of the Elements of 
Bread and Wine unto the Body and Blood of Christ, at or after 
the consecration thereof by any person whatsoever; and that the 
Invocation or Adoration of the Virgin Mary or any other Saint, 
and the Sacrifice of the Mass, as they are now used in the Church 
of Rome, are superstitious and idolatrous. And I do solemnly, 
in the presence of God, profess, testify and declare that [ do make 
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this declaration and every part thereof in the plain and ordinary 
sense of the words read unto me, as they are commonly under- 
stood by English Protestants, without any Evasion, Equivocation 
or mental Reservation, and without any dispensation alreacly 
granted me for this purpose by the Pope, or any other authority 
or person whatsover, or without any hope of any such dispensa- 
tion from any person or authority whatsoever, or without think- 
ing that I am or can be acquitted before God or man, or absolved 
of this declaration or any part thereof, although the Pope or any 
person or persons or power whatsoever shall dispense with or 
annul the same or declare that it was null and void from its 
beginning.” 

In view of the treachery and duplicity inherent in the Roman 
system, and manifested in the conduct of such men as King 
James I]—which cost him his crown—the Protestant oath is 
abundantly justified. 

Mr. C. Whitley Mullin, a learned professional man of Brook- 
lyn, whose scholarship in ecclesiastical and historical subjects is 
widely recognized, spoke on the same subject at the services in 
Christ’s Mission on Sunday May 22, and also on May 29. 


Form of Bequest to Christ’s Mission 


I give and bequeath to Christ’s Mission, organized in the City 
New York, acccording to the Laws of the State of New York, the sum 
.to be applied to the use and purposes of said Mission 

PY pury 
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VATICANISM AND THE ROMAN 
PRIESTHOOD 


HE New York /ndependent, April 28, 1910, contained an 
interesting editorial, entitled “Cardinal Del Val and His 
Father,” concerning the Vatican side of the recent histori- 

cal episode connected with Mr. Roosevelt. It will be remembered 
that in the despatches from Rome, April 5, it was said that the 
elder Del Val, formerly Spanish Ambassador to the Vatican, ex- 
pressed his pleasure that the Pope had insulted ex-President 
Roosevelt. “It seems providential,”’ said he, “that my son should 
be the man to humble a Yankee President.” In that way he 
thought his country was avenged for the disasters sustained in the 
Spanish War, in which Colonel Roosevelt took a conspicuous 
part. 

“When the war commenced,” says the /ndependent, “Ambas- 
sador Del Val undertook to raise a fund with which to buy or 
build a man-of-war to be named after the Spanish Queen Mother, 
and to be used by Spain against the United States.” 

“Among the contributors to that fund was an American Arch- 
bishop, now dead, who gave quite a large sum.” This refers to 
\rchbishop Michael A. Corrigan, of New York, “the little arch- 
bishop,” as Father Edward McGlynn used to call him, who died 
in 1902, to the great relief of all the “liberal” priests who had 
sympathized with Dr. McGlynn when he was excommunicated by 
Corrigan at the command of Pope Leo XIII in July, 1887. The 
Independent also refers to another American prelate, who, “when 
the news of Dewey’s victory in Manila reached Rome, called on 
Senora Del Val and, while presenting her with a bouquet, ex- 
pressed his regrets at his country’s crime.” 

The conclusion of this remarkable article in the /ndependent is 
the more striking because it touches upon a subject of which little 
s said by the religious press; namely, the future of priests who 
vish to leave the Roman Catholic Church. It is decidedly en- 
ouraging that this utterance should come from such a widely 
recognized authority as the liberal and learned Editor of the 

ndependent, who says: 


In fact, the Methodists, Baptists and Waldensians are making 
iore converts from the Roman Catholic Church than ever before. 
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The profound dissatisfaction with the present policy of the Vati- 
can impels multitudes of priests and laymen to seek a refuge 
in some other Christian Church. A venerable and wise clergy- 
man, not belonging to any of the proselyting bodies, reports to us 
that it is a hard problem to know what to say to many priests who 
are inclined to leave the Church of Rome, and could be received 
into the Protestant Churches, but could then find no means of 
subsistence. He is inclined to tell them to remain where they are 
and lie low waiting for a better time. But the present activity 
against them renders such a course impossible to a large number 
of priests and intelligent laymen who really need some place 
of refuge. This situation is probably a temporary one, but it is a 
real and terrible one to many priests who really do not know 
what to do. For this unhappy situation the Cardinal Secretary of 
State is chiefly responsible. The great mass of men in Italy, 
France and Spain are strongly anti-clerical. The Papacy in its 
present attitude is multiplying these men and intensifying their 
tendency. If they cannot stand the strain it is better that they find 
Churches of refuge where they can remain Christian, even if anti 
clerical or even anti-Catholic. 


We quote in full the last section of that great editorial in 
the Jndependent, During our occasional visits to the office of that 
paper we have sought to impress upon the editors the sad condi- 
tion of the intelligent, honorable men in the priesthood of Rome 


whose minds and hearts have outgrown the narrow dogmas of 
their Church. We are glad our words have borne fruit. 


Years ago we said in THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC, April, 1901: 

The priests who are American born, or who mingle with 
Americans, are getting to be ashamed of the gross superstitions 
of their Church. They are seeking a way out of it. The diffi- 
culties in their path are many and seem almost insurmountable, 
and they are afraid of the cold, hard world outside, and the indif- 
ference of so many Protestants. But it is better to be honest and 
true to their convictions and come out. God will care for them. 

Since that was written the number of priests who wish to 
leave the Roman Church, as the /ndependent says, has largely in- 
creased, and if the facilities for helping them to a livelihood were 
adequate, the number would be still greater. All the priests whe 
have come to Christ’s Mission—where over one hundred and 
sixty have been welcomed—have declared that they know many 
others who would leave the Church if they knew what to do for 
a living and not a week passes but we hear from such men. 
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COLONEL ROOSEVELT AND THE POPE 


By Tue Rev. Ropert Stuart MacArtuur, D.D., LL.D. 
Synopsis of Sermon delivered in Calvary Baptist 
April 10, 1910.] 


“Jehovah hath done great things for us: 
Psalm 126: 3. 


Chureh, Sunday, 


whereof we are glad.” 


HIS Psalm was doubtless composed to celebrate the return 


of the Jews from Babylon after the Captivity. There was 


great joy over that return; this joy was expressed in rap- 


turous songs, and God was recognized as the giver of all personal 
nd national blessings. True spiritual joy should ever express 
tself by thanksgiving to God. 

Recent incidents in the life of Theodore Roosevelt should lead 
is to make this text and this Psalm expressive of our gladness 
nd gratitude. I shall not speak with bitterness, but only with 
vords of truth and soberness. Theodore Roosevelt’s own exam- 
ple in that respect is wholesome. He earnestly desires that the 
natter at issue between himself and the Vatican be considered as 
ersonal, and that it be not made the occasion of bitterness and 
rancor, 

It must be said that Theodore Roosevelt’s course was admirably 
ourteous. Except for his audience with the King of Italy, he 

ade no engagement in advance of his visit to Rome. In this 
espect his visit differed from that of former Vice-President Fair- 

inks, who knew that he was to visit the Methodist Mission. The 
Pope knew that Theodore Roosevelt had no engagement, but the 

atican wished to lay down a new rule in Theodore Roosevelt's 
ame ; namely, that no one could be received at the Vatican, except 
ipon a previous promise not to visit the Methodist Mission. We 
gree that the Pope has the full right to impose any conditions he 
pleases upon those who wish to visit him. We may say that he 1s 
inwise ; we may say that he is childish; we may even say that the 
time has come for him to abandon the silly pose of being a prisoner 
n the Vatican; but we fully recognize his right to say whom he 
hall receive and whom he shall not receive. He has already re- 

sed to see European rulers, if they came directly from the King 

» the Vatican. 

The Methodist Mission is not carrying on an offensive campaign 


f calumny against the Pope. Of course, bitter things may some- 
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times be said on both sides of any controversy. Human nature is 
human nature in Rome, as elsewhere. It is possible that there 
may be unwise men connected with that mission; it is certain that 
there are unwise men connected with the Vatican. 

The main purpose of the Methodist Mission in Rome is to con- 
vert Roman Catholics and all others to Jesus Christ. Doubtless 
occasional instances of alienation from the Roman Church occur; 
but the main purpose of the Methodist Mission is to reach the un- 
churched multitude of the city, who have already given up faith in 
Romanism by thousands. Italians in great numbers have left the 
Roman Church, and are practically atheists, or, at best, agnostics. 
This statement is true, not only of Italy, but also of France and 
Spain. Here is a fair field for mission endeavor. The Roman 
system, with its superstitions, its falsities, its assumptions, its 
ignorance and its history of Satanic persecution, tends to make 
atheists. The result is that atheism abounds in all Roman coun- 
tries. Protestants have as much right to make converts in Italy 
as the Paulist fathers and other ecclesiastics have to make con- 
verts to their Church in America. 

On his return to civilization, Theodore Roosevelt is again thrust 
into the limelight. He did not seek the recent situation, and could 
not have planned it. The Pope and his advisers created the con- 
ditions of notoriety which have arisen. The Pope wished Theo- 
dore Roosevelt to promise that he would not appear under any 
auspices in Rome except such as might be acceptable to the Pope, 
as a condition of being received at the Vatican. In making this 
demand the Pope and his advisers proved themselves utterly tact- 
less. They undertook to impose humiliating conditions. Cardinal 
Merry del Val, and the Pope’s entourage as a whole, committed 
an enormous blunder. In the past we have given them credit for 
great skill in the conduct of public affairs; that credit must now 


be turned into severe criticism. American sentiment fully ap- 
proves the course of Colonel Roosevelt. 


No self-respecting Amer- 
ican could have done otherwise than as he did. Merry del Val 
did not know his man. He has probably learned much since he 
strove to humiliate our brave Theodore, who has been a per- 
sistent preacher of the gospel of religious toleration. If the ad- 
visers of the Pope had been fully informed regarding Theodore 
Roosevelt's course of life and spirit, it seems incredible that thev 
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should ever have been guilty of the blunder of attempting to en- 
force on him conditions repugnant to every element of manhood 
and of Americanism. While recognizing the Pope’s absolute right 
to extend or withhold his hospitality from whomsoever he likes, 
the fact remains that no true American would accept the condi- 
tions which the Vatican laid down. Theodore Roosevelt simply 
acted as became any high-minded citizen of a country pledged to 
civil and religious liberty. Al] America rejoices that he declined 
to visit the Vatican at the expense of principles fundamental to 
our American institutions. 4 

It is to be hoped that the Vatican will soon grant to others the 
rights which it demands for itself. 


Men of various religions, and 
of no religion, visit the Pope without making any such pledge as 
was demanded of Theodore Roosevelt. Why should the Vatican 
require him to ignore churches of other faiths while in Rome? 
Colonel Roosevelt was the representative of a country in which 


there is a free Church in a free State. It was a diplomatic blunder 
for the Vatican to ask him to submit to conditions humiliating to: 
every patriotic American citizen. Colonel Roosevelt as a free 
citizen of the United States could not be expected to renounce his 
liberty of visiting other churches, or the Mayor of Rome, or the 
King of Italy, at the whim of a Pope whose ideas are those of 
the Middle Ages. 

What effect will this incident have on Theodore Roosevelt’s 
future? The whole world knows that he has been in Rome; the 
Pope is certainly well aware of that fact. Theodore Roosevelt 
stirs things up wherever he goes; when he puts in his paddle the 
water splashes. He creates a situation in every position. It must 
be affirmed that he has managed a difficult situation with honor 


to himself and to his country. He has given the world a new 
revelation of his character. He is a shrewd politician, as well as 
a broad-minded statesman. He has often been charged with undue 
consideration of the Roman Catholic Church and its interests. He 
called one or two Catholics into his Cabinet, he made one Gov- 
ernor of the Philippines, and he sent Secretary Taft to the Pope. 
I always believed that Theodore Roosevelt meant to be absolutely 
fair toward Protestants and Catholics alike. This incident will 
favorably affect his future. 


He has given an example of a new form of courage. He has 
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made history. He has created a new precedent. A thousand 
years from now his example will be quoted. Italy must come 
to the American position. The American position will tolerate 
no union of Church and State. The Pope has shown his own in- 
tolerant spirit, and also that of the Roman Church. That spirit 
is medieval, bitter and bigoted. The whole world will rise up to 
honor the brave, wise, heroic and superb act of Theodore Roose- 
velt, the foremost private citizen on the globe to-day. 

The name “Theodore” is a Greek word; it means “the gift of 
God.” Colonel Roosevelt has been worthy of his name in this 
instance. We rejoice that he has proved himself to be worthy of 
his name and of his position as an American citizen and a forme: 
President of the United States. 

It is an astonishing thing that so many Americans seem ambi 
tious to visit the Pope. What is he, and what has he, or the sys- 
tem for which he stands, ever done to justify Americans in humil 
iating themselves by kissing his feet, or even his hand? A true 
American bows to God Almighty, and not to any man, whatever 
his name or position. The Pope must daily experience humilia 
tion in living in a city whose Mayor is a Jew and a freemason 
Romanism has persecuted Jews in many countries and through 
many centuries with a spirit born in hades. It has also persecute: 
the masonic and other fraternities, and yet a Jew and a freemason 
is Mayor of Rome to-day under the very shadow of the Vatican 

On September 20, 1870, the day that Victor Emmanuel’s sol 
diers entered the Eternal City in triumph, civil and religious lib 
erty was secured for all Italy. How the Pope must sigh for the 
“good old days” when not even an American gentleman traveling 
in Italy could have audible prayers, with singing, in his room 11 
a hotel with his family and friends, without the risk of arrest 
The Vatican ought to have found out by this time that a new er: 
has dawned upon the world, and that the Papacy can no longer 
exercise the authority which it wielded with such cruelty throug 
sO many weary centuries. Suppose Cardinal Vanutelli came t 
Washington to call on President Taft, and that the President 
should refuse to admit him to an audience, except on conditior 
that he would promise not to visit the Paulist mission house in 
Washington, which is directed by the Rev. A. P. Doyle; we shoul 
then have a case similar to the Pope’s refusal to receive Colone 
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Roosevelt. The Paulist fathers are engaged in Washington in 
the attempt to proselyte Protestants to the Roman faith. 

The Vatican’s faua pas will give new inspiration to missions in 
America on behalf of Italians and other Catholics who have come 
to our country. The moment these Roman Catholics breathe the 
free air of America, they experience a liberalizing influence. The 
fetters of Romanism slacken. 


These foreigners are accessible in 
America as they never were in the countries whence they have 


come. Already missions for their evangelization exist all over 
our country, although there are not one-half or one-fourth of the 
number needed to grapple with the opportunity. Tens of thou- 
sands of Roman Catholics have been converted, not only to Protes- 
tantism, but to the Lord Jesus as their personal Saviour. Their 
mere conversion to Protestantism is but a small part of the work 
that should be done for these people. We desire to see them 
haring in the blessings of the Gospel, as the result of personal 
faith in Jesus Christ. Within a comparatively short time, I have 
received into the fellowship of Calvary Church, on confession and 
baptism, more than one hundred Roman Catholics from various 
Spanish-speaking and other “Catholic” countries. The Pope’s re- 
fusal to see Colonel Roosevelt will give a great uplift to our work 
mn behalf of those Catholics in the United States. God’s hand was 
n that act of refusal on the part of the Pope. We can say truth- 
fully, in the words of our text: “Jehovah hath done great things 
for us; whereof we are glad.” 

To His name we now give the glory. Let us all consecrate our- 
selves afresh to larger work, both in Europe and in America, for 
the conversion of deluded and benighted Roman Catholics to faith 
n the risen Christ as their personal Saviour and Lord. 


The Methodist Work in Rome 


BY BISHOP WILLIAM BURT, D.D., LL.D. 

We are grateful to Archbishop Ireland for telling our Ameri- 
can people certain facts in reference to our Methodist work which 
might not have had the same weight if told by ourselves, since 
we would be regarded as directly interested. He said we were 
active, that the purpose of our work is confessedly open, not 
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under cover, and that our propaganda had met with such success 
that a special society had been formed to oppose or fight us. All 
this we knew before, but we were glad to have his testimony in 
our behalf. 

It had been very difficult for us to persuade some of our Ameri- 
can friends that Romanism is essentially the same the world over, 
and that whenever or wherever the circumstances permit, this 
sameness manifests itself. We were not a little surprised to read 
in The Pilot, a Roman Catholic official paper of Boston: 

“Protestants say that our Catholicism is not the same in Amer- 
ica as that in Italy, France, Spain and Mexico. We are not de- 
ceived by their honey phrases. Catholicism is the same here as 
in other parts of the world, and we make no apology for it here 
or elsewhere.” 


Accepting that statement at its face value, it is an indictment 
of Roman Catholics like Archbishop Ireland, for their disregard 
of truth. What has been the defense of the Pope by Archbishop 
Ireland and his priests: Simply a torrent of false assertions and 
of abusive epithets. Much of what they say is even too vulgar to 
be quoted. Can it be possible that these men really believe what 


they write? Where are the proofs of their wild assertions? Our 
own Bishop Cranston, who had so recently been in Rome and had 
carefully studied what we have done and are doing there, in his 
masterly defense of our cause challenged these defamers to fur- 
nish their proofs, which of course they have failed to do. If 
Archbishop Ireland carefully studied our propaganda in Rome, 
as he claimed he did, he must have obtained possession of some 
of our books or papers, since they are sold openly. Why does 
he not show up some of the “vile literature ?” 

Several times Archbishop Ireland has been brought to judgment 
in these mattérs and has every time been found wanting. We will 
mention only three occasions within our own recollection. Arch- 
bishop Ireland came to Rome while we were there, as the de- 
fender of Americanism. He came with a great flare of trumpets 
and was banqueted by the American Embassy. All the papers of 
Europe, English, German, French and Italian, were made use of 
to announce what the great American archbishop would stand for 
at Rome and in defiance of the Curia. What did he do? He 
made an unconditional surrender of everything he had come to 
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represent and defend. He went on his knees before the Pope and 
then he went out of Rome with all his trumpets silenced, and all 
the liberal Italian papers laughing at him. Last year, as he says, 
he was in Rome again. There was a banquet in honor of Abra- 
ham Lincoln at which Archbishop Ireland was to be the chief 
speaker, but when it was known that there was to be a toast to 
the King of Italy he quietly disappeared from the scene, in obedi- 
ence of course to orders from headquarters. Now again, he 
rushed East to the defense of his master, the Pope—“to fight the 
Methodists,” to use his own words—but for some reason when 
he arrived at Washington, he had nothing more to say. 


ROMANISM AS IT IS IN ROME 


What is the simple truth about our work in Italy? When I 
went to Italy in 1886 it did not take long to understand the situa- 
tion. We saw that more than two-thirds of the educated think- 
ing, progressive people of the country were no longer allied to 
the Papacy, but bitterly opposed to it. Since, however, this was 
the only form of religion they had known, they were in rebellion 
against every form of religious faith. There was not a university 


in the land that was not materialistic, where the very name of 
God was laughed at and derided. (The straightest road to ma- 
terialism is through Romanism.) We saw that the Italians them- 
selves, through their press, their schools and associations, were 
tearing down with rude hand the old institution of the Papacy, 
and that it was our business to preach a positive faith and to lead 
them back to the simple Gospel of the Son of God. Hence we 
said “not polemics but salvation” must be the theme of our preach- 
ing. We had no little trouble in convincing some of our Italian 
brethren that this should be our mission to Italy. From that day 
on we have sought through our pulpits, schools and press to lead 
the people to a personal knowledge of the Saviour, and God has 
graciously blessed our efforts in the salvation of Anarchists, So- 
cialists and Romanists, who are living witnesses of the truth, in 
Italy, Switzerland, South America and the United States. Many 
of them have suffered bitter persecution, but they have remained 
firm in the faith, and have proved that the Gospel is the power 
of God unto salvation to all them that believe. 
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MANY FINE INSTITUTIONS IN ROME 

Sut the preaching of the Gospel is only one of the agencies 
employed by the Methodists to promote the well-being of the 
Italian people. Crandon Hall is a fine college for young women, 
for which three large buildings are now being erected. Then 
there are, besides the American and Italian churches, an indus- 
trial school for girls under the direction of Miss Italia Garibaldi, 
a devoted Methodist, the granddaughter of the great Liberator; 
the Reeder Theological School; the Italian Deaconess Home; 
and the Isabel Nursery and Kindergarten. These are all impos- 
ing buildings, as is the headquarters of the denomination on the 
Quirinal Hill near the palace of King Victor Emmanuel. 


THE METHODIST BOARD OF BISHOPS AND THE VATICAN 


The Board of Bishops of the Methodist Episcopal Church issued 
a statement from Philadelphia on May 1 in regard to the recent 
attacks made by the Vatican officials and some of the Papal 
representatives in this country, in which they said they could not 
allow to pass unnoticed the recent unprovoked and unwarranted 
attempt to discredit one of their most useful missions by widely 
published accusations, which, if based upon truth, would bring dis- 


honor upon the Church which supports that mission. 

The methods of the mission in Italy, now for the first time thus 
publicly condemned, are the same that have been pursued from 
the beginning, almost forty years ago. 

The same methods, namely, preaching the Gospel in its sim- 
plicity and conducting schools where they are needed, schools 
which recognize the plain teachings of the New Testament as a 
supreme authority in religion and ethics, have long been followed 
by our missions in South America and Mexico, as well as in 
Rome, and no such indictment has been brought against those 
missions even to this day, so far as we are informed. 

From these facts the inference appears to be irresistible that 
other considerations than the methods of the mission in Rome 
must have been the real cause of this sudden outcry. 
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PETER’S CONFESSION: CHRIST THE ROCK* 
By Rev. Duncan J. McMillan, D.D., Pastor 
New York Presbyterian Church, 

New York City 


Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God. 


c Upon this 
Rock I will build My Church. Matt. 16. 


N these sentences, or the truth they contain, has been built 

up the mighty Church of Christ, and, strange to say, on the 

same Simple words has that church been divided. From 
one of these clauses the Church of Rome pretends to derive 
authority for the imperial power of the Pope—not only over tem- 
poral affairs, but over the spiritual and eternal interests of the 
whole world. To sustain its claim to be the one and only true 
Church on earth, Rome has fought and struggled for many a 
century. 

“Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build My church ;” 
and “I will give unto you the Keys of the Kingdom. Whatsoever 
thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven, and whatso- 
ever thou shalt loose on earth shalt be loosed in heaven.” Volumes 
have been written on these few words. Multitudes of lives have 


been lost and millions of money have been spent in maintaining 


the Roman view. Let us approach this subject cautiously, rev- 
erently, and with unbiased minds. 

Our Lord’s ministry was approaching its tragic close. For 
more than two years he had taught the people and wrought mira- 
cles. In all parts of Palestine men had had abundant opportunity 
to hear and see Him. Everybody had discussed Him. The 
dreaded and awful moment had arrived when the meaning of His 
mission must be made known to the disciples. They must be pre- 
pared for His crucifixion, about to be accomplished, and for the 
great responsibilities that would suddenly fall on their shoulders. 
Jesus approaches the subject cautiously. To what purpose had 
He wrought out His marvelous earthly ministry? What is the 
state of the popular mind after all? “Who do men say that I, the 
Son of Man, am?” What is their estimate? From the disciples 
comes the ready reply: “Some say, John the Baptist; some say, 
Elijah; some, Jeremiah.” Still further opinions diverged, but all 


*\ sermon delivered in Christ’s Mission, New York, April 24, 1919. 
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agreed that Jesus was a reincarnation of one of the great prophets, 
and all assigned Him the highest rank among men. 

Even these human estimates of His character and purposes were 
of interest to Him. The most valuable estimate, however, was not 
that of the multitude, but that of the few friends who stood close 
to Him, were competent to judge, and had views of their own. 
In the storm-tossed ship when He came to them and quieted the 
turbulent sea, they worshipped Him, saving: “Of a truth Thou art 
the Son of God.” But would they dare assert that conviction 
now, that they were safe on land, in the face of the popular senti- 
ment? “Who say ye that I am?” It was an appeal from the 
judgment of the multitudes to that of experts; not only that, it 
was a question leading up to a new and glorious era, whose por- 
tals were to swing wide open there and then. 

Were the disciples upon whom the whole new movement must 
rest prepared in mind and heart for this fuller revelation of truth? 
Would they be brave and true enough? ‘Who say ye that I am?” 

In every company of men there is always a spokesman. The 
chairman or some member of the committee reports for the com- 
mittee. So among the disciples sometimes one, sometimes another, 
spoke for the rest. On one occasion (Mark 9: 38) John was the 
spokesman and said: “Master, we saw one casting out devils in 
Thy name,” etc. At another time (John 14:5) Thomas was their 
spokesman and said: “Lord, we know not whither Thou goest,” 
etc. Again, Philip was spokesman (John 14:8) and said: “Lord, 
show us the Father, and it sufficeth us.” And on another occa- 
sion (John 14:22) Judas spoke for the others and said: “Lord, 
how is it that Thou wilt show thyself unto us, and not unto the 
world?” So among the disciples there was no difference in rank. 
On the present occasion, Peter spoke for the rest, saying just what 
they had all said a few days before in the ship: “Thou art the 
Christ, the Son of the living God.” Here is the gist of the Apos- 
tles’ Creed, the crystalization of all the Christian doctrines, the 
basis of all theology, the foundation principle on which all church 
life rests. Then follow those wonderful words of our Lord—like 
a belated beatitude—crowning that glorious confession of faith 
with a divine benediction, and then, as if to keep Peter from being 
puffed up with pride, Christ said: ‘‘Flesh and blood hath not re- 
vealed this unto thee’”—that is, You did not evolve this out of 
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your own mind and heart—“but My Father which is in heaven’’ 
has revealed it unto you. “And I say unto thee that thou art 
Peter, and upon this rock I will build My Church.” 

While it is true that this is the first use of the word “Church’”’ 
it is by no means the first use of the word “Rock” as the founda- 
tion on which the superstructure of God’s kingdom on earth 
should rest. And, during the earliest centuries of the Christian 
era, no other significance attached to these words than that Christ 
and faith in Him as the Son of God, was the basal principle—the 
foundation stone of the Church on earth. And, in all probability, 
no other meaning would ever have been advanced but for the re- 
markable claims of the Church of Rome, which were first set 
forth three centuries after Christ. At that time the Bishop of 
the Church of Rome gave a new meaning to the words which 
Jesus addressed to Peter, wresting them from their obvious signifi- 
cance. He claimed that these words constituted a new, divine 
commission to Peter by which he was made the rock on which 
the Church was to be built—notwithstanding Paul’s emphatic dec- 
laration in Eph. 2: 20: “Ye are built upon the foundation of the 
Apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the chief cor- 
nerstone.” He maintained that Peter was to be Primate of the 
Kingdom of God on earth, in the face of our Lord’s emphatic 
statement to the mother of James and John that “To sit on my 
right hand and on my left is not mine to give,” etc.; that Peter 
was to be head over the Church though it had been expressly writ- 
ten of Jesus Himself “He hath been made Head over all things 
to the Church ;” and that Peter was to have power to forgive sins 
and to pronounce condemnation on whom he chose, and yet it 
had been expressly stated : “no man forgiveth sins save God alone.” 

Further, it was claimed that Peter became the first pastor or 
bishop of the Church of Rome, and that all these divine functions 
and prerogatives which were declared to have been conferred upon 
him passed 6n to his successors at Rome who, since the fifth cen- 
tury, have been called Pope. Upon this pretension the whole 
fabric of the Roman Catholic Church rests, and the 230,000,000 
members are held together by it. The Roman Catholics are com- 
pelled to accept the teachings of the Pope, upon pain of loss of 
their souls, while the 247,000,000 Protestants deny these claims 
and declare that there is no scriptural authority for them. 
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Jesus said: “Thou art Peter, and upon this Rock I will build 
my Church.” Upon what rock? The Pope of Rome says 
“Peter” means a rock, and that Christ meant that He would build 
His Church on Peter. 

It is rather humiliating to have to juggle about little words in 
carrying on great controversies. But since that is the way the 
Pope justifies himself in his office and maintains his claims, we 
must look into the matter. Yes: “Petros’’ does mean a stone. But 
Jesus did not say: “Upon this Petros.” He said “Upon this 
Petra.” Not much difference? No, not much; yet the whole 
controversy, in my judgment, rests upon that difference. Let us 
illustrate the difference. A ship is wrecked on a petra—not on a 
petros. The stonemason lays each petros in its place; but no man 
is called a rock-mason, for God alone lays the petra. If a Greek 
should speak of that great mass which forms the framework of 
Morningside Heights he would call it petra, but if he should refer 
to an individual fragment which is placed in a wall, or a smaller 
one that a boy might throw at a bird, he would call it petros. A 
prominent building on Fifth avenue has a fine foundation built of 
stones, each of which is a petros; but those walls rest on a great, 
broad, underlying rock which is a petra. Now if you will ex- 
amine the New Testament vou will find that on three different oc- 
casions (including this one) Jesus called Simon “Petros.” And 
that word does not occur elsewhere in the New Testament. 

But if vou will look for Petra, you will find it twenty times. In 
every instance it refers either directly or typically to Christ: as 
for example in the case of the wise man who built his house on a 
petra, “and it fell not,” etc. (Matt. 7:24); Rom. 9:33, “Behold I 


/ 
lay in Zion a foundation,—a petra of offence ;’ and I Cor. 10:4, 


“They did all drink of that spiritual petra—and that petra was 
Christ.” 


If we turn to the Greek lexicons, which are for classical use 
and have no theological bias whatever, the case is strengthened. 
Liddell and Scott’s says: “There is no example in good authors 
of petra in the significance of petros, a single stone.” If we go to 
the Old Testament Scriptures, the Rock which Moses smote, out 
of which the life-saving water flowed for Israel in the Wilderness, 
it is petra. But time would fail us to multiply the instances. 

Let us inquire what Peter himself understood about it. Let us 
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see whether, with all his natural forwardness and self-assertion. 
he understood that he had been made superior to the others by 
these words or attached any personal significance to them. It is 
remarkable that Mark who wrote his gospel under Peter’s direc- 
tion, if not by his dictaticn, does not mention the matter at all, and 
does not record any reference to either the rock or the keys. 
He does, however, record Peter’s confession: “Thou art the 
Christ,” etc., though he says nothing about the rest of the con- 
versation. Neither does Luke, neither does John. Matthew 
alone records the words. They were evidently spoken, or Mat- 
thew would not have recorded them. But they have no such sig- 
nificance-as the Roman Catholic Church attaches to them, else the 
other evangelists could not have omitted them. 

The Apostle Paul certainly did not so understand the words of 
our Lord, for he says: “For other foundation can no man lay, 
than that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ.” He also puts all 
the apostles, including Peter, on a common level, when he refers 
to “the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ 
Himself being the chief corner stone.” And Peter himself (I 
Pet. 2:8) refers to the stone, rejected by the builders which be- 
came the Head of the corner and a rock (petra) of offence. No 
one will deny that this “petra of offence” is Christ. 

Is it at all conceivable that Jesus, who knew what was in man, 
would have meant to say that upon Peter as a rock he would build 
His Church, and that the gates of Hell shall not prevail against it; 
and then in the very next breath say to the same Peter—‘Get 
thee behind Me, Satan”? 

What kind of a principal foundation-stone would such a vacil- 
lating man make? A man who some months later forsook his 
Lord and Master and fled from the scene of the crucifixion with 


the rest of them, after having, only the night before, denied Him? 


Then what was our Lord’s real meaning by these words? Why 
a d J 


evidently and very simply this: “Thou art Petros”—a stone that 
will go into the foundation—“but upon this petra’—using the 
word as they and everybody else in the Old and New Testament 
times had used it—referring to Himself, the Son of God. 
this petra will I build My Church.” 
referred to Himself when He said 


“Upon 
Just as at another time, he 


: “Destroy this temple, and in 
three days I will raise it up.” 
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If we look at the conversation from another point of view, the 
grammatical, we cannot escape this construction. Christ Himself 
was the subject and the only subject of the conversation. “Who 
do men say that Iam?” “Thou art the Christ,” etc. “Blessed art 
thou, Simon Barjona, for flesh and blood hath not revealed it,” 
etc. It would have been ungrammatical and confusing to change 
the subject from our Lord to Peter, and then back from Peter 
to our Lord again, in that one complex sentence. 

Now notice another difficulty of the Romish construction. 
Christ says: “Upon this petra I will build My Church and the 
gates of Hell shall not prevail against it.” But they so prevailed 
against Peter that very day, that Jesus said to him: “Get thee 
behind Me, Satan.” And Peter fell before temptation several 
times later on in the Gospel narrative, as we have already seen. 
No, Jesus did not abdicate in favor of Peter, nor surrender a 
single one of His prerogatives in favor of him or anyone else. 

But perhaps some one will ask: “What about the keys?” Jesus 
said unto Peter: “And I will give unto thee the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven.”” What is meant by the “kingdom of heaven” ? 
Certainly the reign of gospel truth in the world—the Church of 
God on earth. And what are the keys?” We understand them 
to be instruments for opening closed doors. The language here 
is therefore rhetorical. What doors were closed? Jesus had 
said a little while before to the Gentile Syrophenician woman, that 
He was “sent only to the lost sheep of the house of Israel,” im- 
plying that the Gentiles were locked out of the pale of the cove- 
nant. He had said to the twelve when He sent them out two 
years before (Matt. 10:5, 6) “Go not into the way of the Gen- 
tiles, and into any of the cities of the Samaritans enter ye not; 
but go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. And as ye 
go, preach, saying, The kingdom of heaven is at hand.” This 
door was not to be opened until. Jesus had completed his work 
as a Jew, fulfilling all the Jewish types and symbols; until the 
middle wall of partition should be broken down in His great 
atoning work; until He should, at the very end of it all, cry, “It 
is finished!” and the veil of the temple should be rent in twain 
from the top to the bottom, and the door into the Holy of Holies 
should be laid wide open. It was not until after the Resurrection 
that Tesus broadened the commission of his disciples so as to ex- 
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tend it beyond the Jewish boundaries and open the gates of life to 
the Gentiles by saying: “Go ye into all the world and preach the 
gospel to every creature.” 

Then, in the division of the work among the apostles by the 
appointment of Jesus, it fell to Peter to open the door at Pente- 
cost by that powerful sermon by which three thousand of his 
hearers were converted at once. It was to Peter, also, that the 
vision came at Joppa of a sheet let down by. its four corners 
wherein were all manner of beasts and creeping things, with the 
instruction to “rise, slay and eat.” Peter said: “Not so, Lord, 
for I have never eaten anything common or unclean.” But the 
Lord said: “What I have cleansed, call thou not common.” Then 
understood Peter that he was authorized to open the doors of the 
kingdom to the Gentiles, which he did at the house of Cornelius in 
Caesarea, and which he and Paul and others did ever after. The 
doors were never afterward shut, and the keys have never since 
been in demand. 

That the “keys” meant any special pre-eminence for Peter 
among the apostles or in the councils of the Church above the 
others does not at all appear. Nor can the Roman view be sus- 
tained by any Scriptural or historical warrant. Certainly Paul 
did not so regard Peter, for he “withstood him to the face, for 
he was to be blamed.”, And Paul never “took it back.” Nor 
has history ever justified Peter in that controversy, or condemned 
Paul’s attitude. And when the first council was held at Jerusalem, 
Peter’s predominance would, if ever, have been recognized or 
asserted. But no; it was James, not Peter, who was called to 
preside ; and as for Peter being pastor or bishop of the Church in 
Rome, there is not a scrap of scriptural evidence that he ever 
saw Rome, and if he did, it was not Rome but Jerusalem that was 
the City of God. Rome was Nero’s city. 

Peter certainly had much to do with the organization of the 
infant Church in Palestine, and other local churches. Jesus did 
not prescribe any special form of government but left that whole 
matter so that church organization might be adapted to local con- 
ditions and the exigencies that might arise. 

Peter as well as Paul and the other apostles had much to do 
with constituting churches, and ordaining their officers, elders, 
deacons, etc., and formulating church ordinances by which church 
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members might be bound together, and refractory and unworthy 
ones loosed or disciplined and dismissed. Jesus gave him the as- 
surance of the divine help, blessing and sanction in this necessary 
part of his work. And so far we can see, God was pleased to 
bless the arrangements for such things by the apostles in those 
days, and has ever since blessed all branches of the Church of 
which Christ is the living Head of every denomination and under 
every form and order of government, by which men and women 
bind themselves by covenant vows, and by which Church au- 
thority and discipline have been exercised, whether by Church ses- 
sions or bishops, or councils, by whatever name they may be 
called. 

| need not dwell on this part of the Lord’s remarkable bene- 
etc. He did 
not refer to persons at all, but using the neuter gender—‘lV hat- 


diction. He did not say “whomsoever you bind,” 
soever.” He provided for the temporal organization and ma- 
terial affairs of the infant Church. And by the presence and 
blessing of Jesus Christ, the only Head of the Church, it has been 
led on to constant victory. It has had to defend itself vigorously 
against many enemies down through all the centuries, but it has 
never been overcome by them, nor shall the gates of Hell ever 
prevail against it. 


The Marked Testament for Spanish-Speaking 
Countries 
The Rev. R. D. Smith, Secretary of the Bible House of Los 


\ngeles, Cal., still continues the good work of sending “marked” 


s 


New Testaments printed in the Spanish language to Central and 
South American countries, where they are greatly appreciated by 
missionaries, colporteurs and other Christian workers. 

It is almost impossible to exaggerate the desperate need of 
these lands—and indeed of all Spanish-speaking countries—for 
the Word of God, the entrance of which gives light—intellectual., 
moral and religious. It is almost impossible for the average 
American Christian to conceive the blackness of darkness result- 
ing from four centuries of Roman Catholicism—and of the 
Spanish brand, too—undiluted, so far as the masses of the popu- 


lation are concerned, with any Protestant influence or teaching. 
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ARCHBISHOP O’CONNELL DENOUNCES 
MR. ROOSEVELT 


N Sunday, May 1, 1910, Archbishop William H. O’Connell, 
of Boston, delivered an important address in Lowell, Mass.., 
at the eleventh annual meeting of the American Federation 

of Catholic Societies. As will be seen, this organization is of 
comparatively recent origin, but it is composed of Roman Cath- 
lic men. The Lowell Courier-Citizen, May 2, 1910, which gives 
Archbishop O’Connell’s address in full—as do all the Boston 
papers of that date—stated the number of members in that county, 
‘f which Lowell is the chief city, as 100,000; in the archdiocese as 
500,000; and in the United States as 3,000,000. This is a for- 
nidable army organized to work as a unit, when necessary, under 
the direct orders of the Pope, who controls the action of every 
bishop and priest; these are in turn supposed to control all the 
Catholic men who belong to the Federation. 

The topic of Archbishop O’Connell’s address was “Loyalty,” 
and he dwelt especially on the loyalty and respect due to the Pope 
s an exalted personage. “Let me illustrate,” said he, “by an in- 
ident that happened only a short time ago, and which now, un- 
fortunately, has become famous. I refer to the Roosevelt inci- 
lent. Here is precisely a case in point of lack of loyalty. I have 
no personal feeling about Mr. Roosevelt in this matter. Per- 
sonally, I know him quite well, and until a very short time ago had 
i good deal of very friendly feeling for him.” The Archbishop 
‘ontinued : 


“The Vatican is the oldest court in the world by right of tra- 


lition and history, It existed centuries before America was dis- 
covered. It is the most noble and honorable court in the world. 
It has been honored by dignitaries of all the world, and the head 
\f an institution such as this cannot be ignored. The only reason 
for the existence of the Vatican is because it is the home of the 
Pope, and whoever goes as a guest of that home to pay his homage 
to that King of the grandest and most honorable kingdom in all 
the world must go with the right disposition.” 

That Mr. Roosevelt had not this disposition, even though he 
did not go to see the Pope, is the cause of complaint by the Arch- 
bishop, for he would not promise not to visit the Methodists 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


“When Mr. Roosevelt said he would not enter into any conditions, 
and that the audience was now off,” continued Archbishop O’Con- 
nell, “that was insulting. Now. Mr. Roosevelt, when you were 
President at the White House, did you stand at the door welcom- 
ing into your parlor and your dining room the riff-raff of the street 
who hurl stones at your head and insult your family? Would you 
do that? These are the conditions, Mr. Roosevelt. You were not 
strictly loyal, even to your own principles, Mr. Roosevelt, you who 
talk so much about the square deal. Mr. Roosevelt, you could 
at least have waited till you came to Rome and informed yourself 
well of the position of the Methoilist institution and, having done 
so, if you really meant the square deal, which men now begin to 
doubt, you would have said, ‘No, Holy Father, I come to you. I 
stand for honor and reverence and the right, and I cannot as an 
honest man have anything to do with the Methodist mission.’ ” 


“HOW DARE YOU, MR. ROOSEVELT ?” 


“Mr. Roosevelt has always given us to understand that he is 
very fond of Catholics and liked them very much. We will let 
that pass. We suppose it is true. If it were true, Mr. Roosevelt, 


why did you dare to insult the Pope? Why did you dare to pass 
over the common rights of men, to turn down an offer of hos- 
pitality from the head of the Catholic Church, whom we revere 
as the Vicar of Christ? 


‘Now, Mr. Roosevelt, do you really love us? If so, you have 
shown your affection for us in a very strange way. The Vatican 
knew perfectly well that its action would be misrepresented. 
Cardinal Merry Del Val knew perfectly that at once there would 
be oceans of villifications heaped against him [sic], and Mr. 
Roosevelt allowed him to take the blame.” 

MR, ROOSEVELT’S CATHOLIC SECRETARY A “JUDAS” 

Here follows in the Archbishop’s tirade a bitter denunciation 
of a journalist named John Callan O’Loughlin, whom Mr. Roose- 
velt, when President, had appointed to an office in the State De- 
partment at Washington, and who accompanied him in his travels 
and was also correspondent for the New York Times. “This 
O’Loughlin,” said the Archbishop, “boasts that he is a Catholic, 
and in the same breath he cables all over the world that the head 
of his Church is wrong and Mr. Roosevelt is the greatest thing in 
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creation. This O’Loughlin seems to be looking for a job, and he 
is willing to sacrifice the things that man holds most sacred and 
play the part of Judas for this particular work. Mr. Roosevelt 
is shrewd, and he knows that that kind of a Catholic is not a 
Catholic at all; and we know that the Federation of Catholic So- 
cieties will keep out of public office such men as this. If such so- 
called Catholics are advanced under pretence of pleasing us, the 
Federation will stand for no such game in public life. We shall 
resent as men of honor any insult to our faith and our religion, 
whencesoever it may come, and we shall fearlessly stand for our 
rights. If we cannot be represented by men who sincerely and 
honestly stand with the Church, then better not be represented 
at all.” 
WILL O'CONNELL REPUDIATE THE REPUBLICANS? 

Archbishop O’Connell, before his appointment to his present 
high position in the Roman Catholic Church, had visited the 
Philippine Islands a few years ago on a special mission from 
Rome, and with the hearty indorsement of President Roosevelt. 
Last year he purchased a leading Roman Catholic paper in New 
England, the Boston Pilot, which he now controls. That paper, 
founded many years ago by Patrick Donahue, was always strong- 
ly Democratic, and was an organ of that party in the State and 
Nation. When Donahue died, John Boyle O’Reilly, the poet, 
became the owner of the paper and on his death Jeffrey Roche 
became the editor. 

It was a great surprise when in 1904 the Boston Pilot came out 
squarely for Mr. Roosevelt for election to the Presidency, and 
swung a large Democratic vote to the Republican side. 

Mr. Roosevelt was elected, and Mr. Roche was appointed to 
the honorable and lucrative position of American Consul at Genoa, 
Italy. Many other Roman Catholics at the same time received 
fine appointments from President Roosevelt. Mr. Roche died 
in Genoa, and the Boston Pilot then came into Archbishop O’Con- 
nell’s hands. Until now that paper was supposed to be still 
favorable to the Republican party. But evidently that alliance is 
now broken so far as Dr. O’Connell is concerned. The question 
is, however, will the Catholics be driven like a flock of sheep by 
such a man as Archbishop O’Connell, whose vituperative language 
about Mr. Roosevelt has been a painful revelation of the vulgarity 





234 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


and brutality of the high ecclesiastics of Rome. Intelligent self- 
respecting Catholics in America will see that men like O’Connell 
are poor guides in decent politics, and they will inevitably see 
also that they are blind guides in spiritual things. As the New 
York Independent said, ““We wonder if Archbishop O’Connell 
can give orders to these million of voters. That method did not 
work as against Judge Gaynor.” 

The same paper in its issue of April 14 called attention to the 
inability of the hierarchy to control their followers. This was 
evident in the recent municipal election in Milwaukee, Wis., when 
the entire ticket of the Socialist party was elected. “The Catholic 
Church condemns Socialism,” says the Independent, “yet the 
strongest Catholic ward in Milwaukee is the fourteenth, where 
four-fifths of the voters are Polish Catholics. That ward was 
carried by the Socialist candidate for Mayor, although the Demo- 
cratic candidate was a Catholic. Query: Are they good Cath- 
olics? Are they Catholics at all? Are they counted as Catholics 


in the census which gives that Church fourteen million members ?” 


Will Archbishop Ireland Be Rewarded? 


May 19, 1910, must have been a red letter day for Archbishop 
Ireland, of St. Paul, for on that day he consecrated six bishops 
at once in his Seminary at St. Paul, Minn. The Governor of the 
State and his staff witnessed the ceremony, as did 600 priests, 50 
bishops, 150 seminarians, Archbishop Falconio, the Papal Dele 
gate, and the Roman Catholic Archbishop of Toronto. 


Archbishop Ireland received a message from the Pope in which 
he sent his blessing to him and the other prelates and “to the six 
newly consecrated bishops entering the Church’s sacred prince- 
dom.” These bishops will exercise their “princedom” respectively 
at Fargo, N. D., Winona, Minn., Crookston, Minn., Bismarck, 
N. D., and Lead, S. D. One will be Auxiliary Bishop at St. Paul. 

Surely such labors abundant for the Roman Church in this 
country should be rewarded by a cardinal’s hat if there is any 
gratitude in the breasts of the Pope and Merry del Val. But 
their ingratitude to Mr. Roosevelt, who was the best friend their 
Church ever had in America, gives Dr. Ireland little ground for 
hope of advancement. 
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Kind Words 


Our esteemed contemporary, The California Christian Advo- 
cate, has graciously reproduced in its issue of March 17, 1910, the 
following appreciation of THE CoNvERTED CATHOLIC: 


In the October issue of the Review and Expositor, the 
learned quarterly issued by the Southern Baptist Theologi- 
cal Seminary, Louisville, Ky., is the following review of the 
bound Volume of THE Convertep CATHOLIc, by one of the 
editors, Rev. Dr. W. O. Carver: “For twenty-five years this 
monthly magazine has been published by the pastor of 
Christ’s Mission, New York. It is conducted on a high 
plane, free from the cheap abuse of the Catholic Church and 
clergy often to be met with in those who, like the editor 
and worker, have had bitter experience of the enslaving 
spirit of the Church. The aim of ministering the gospel in 
the spirit of Christ for those who need the freedom of the 
spirit that is denied in the Catholic Church actuates the 
whole work of the Mission and of the Magazine. Those who 
want to keep posted concerning all the movements of the 
evangelical trend within the Catholic Church and from it, 
as well as with efforts for the conversion of Catholics, will 
find here their best medium of current information. There is 
distinct propagandism against Catholic political aggressions 
in America, but it is a frank, manly propagandism, not violent 
and extravagant.” 


Bishop McCabe’s Prophetic Words 

The late Bishop McCabe, of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in 
i sermon at the Christ’s Mission services, in 1896, most warmly 
‘ommended the work of Pastor O’Connor and said: 

There is a great religious movement among Catholics here and 
everywhere. Even in Rome the wonderful new era has set in. 
We dedicated there last year a great building that embraces a 
‘hurch, a publication office, a printing press and a school. 

Four grandsons of the great General Garibaldi are among the 
pupils of our school, and they also may be preachers of the 
Gospel. And this is only the work of the Methodist Church. 
There are other religious bodies also at work in Rome. Only a 
quarter of a century ago you could not carry into Rome a Testa- 
ment in your valise which would not be confiscated. Now we are 
printing there Bibles and Testaments and sending them all over 
Italy; and I believe the day will come when the old Papal chair 
will fall, and the Word of God contained in the Bible shall rule 
over the minds and hearts of the people instead of Papal dogmas 
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Editor O’Connor’s Letters to Cardinal 
Gibbons 
Eighth Series. 
No. 15. 
331 West Fifty-seventh Street, New York, June, 1910. 

Sir :—After the appearance of my Letter of last month, in the 
introduction of which I recounted some of the disasters that have 
befallen your Church in recent years, such as the liberation of 
the Italian people from the Papal yoke simultaneously with the 
promulgation of the blasphemous decree of Papal Infallibility; 
the expulsion of Spain from the western world by this young 
Protestant nation; the separation of Church and State in France; 
and the tremendous upheaval in your Church caused by the re- 
fusai of the great Theodore Roosevelt to visit the Pope—after 
that Letter recounting those providential incidents had appeared, 
[ thought I could address you on less exciting and irritating topics. 

But it seems the will of God concerning your Church, especially 
in this country, which you had hoped to capture and subdue, and 
bring under the Papal sway, that its embroilments and humilia- 
tions should continue, and that you personally should feel the 
chagrin arising from these incidents. 

The reverberations of the Roosevelt rumpus in Rome had not 
died away when you were mortified by the attack upon Colonel 
Roosevelt of your confrére, Archbishop O’Connell of Boston, and 
your heart was pained and your vanity wounded by the rebuff 
you received at the hands of the Pope himself, when he curtly re- 
iused to receive in audience your neighbor and friend the Right 
Reverend Dr. Paret, the Protestant Episcopal Bishop of Maryland. 

I think by this time, Cardinal, you must realize that you are 
persona non grata at the Vatican, 

When you were in Rome in the fall of 1908, you must have 
been greatly chagrined when the Pope’s organ, the Osservatore 
Romano, so promptly rebuked you for giving utterance in Rome 
to sentiments about the separation of Church and State that would 
have been appropriately misleading if spoken in an American city. 

But that was a small affront—though sufficient to cause you to 
leave Rome with more haste than dignity—compared with the re- 
fusal of the Pope to receive vour friend Bishop Paret. 
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last wmter, when that learned and distinguished prelate went 
to Europe on a much needed vacation, you gave him several let- 
ters of introduction to high ecclesiastics in different countries, 
ind one to the Pope personally. It was a proud day in your 
ife when you gave those letters to Bishop Paret, because for 
nany years you have been assiduously cultivating Protestant so 
iety, attending dinners and pink teas on every opportunity and 
vou flattered yourself that giving these introductions to the leading 
‘rotestant dignitary would be some return for the kindnesses you 
iad received. What then must have been your chagrin and the 
imazement of those wealthy and fashionable Protestants of Balti 
nore when they read in the papers of May 1 that the Pope had 
efused to grant an audience to Bishop Paret? No reason was at 
irst assigned by the Pope or his officials for this discourtesy to 
our friend, which, as the despatches said, “is the universal topic 
f discussion among the clergy and laity of the Protestant Episco- 
al Church of Baltimore.” The Rev. Doctor Arthur B. Kinsolv 
ng, rector of St. Paul’s Church, said: “In common with all 
hurchmen I regret exceedingly that the venerable head of the 
piscopal diocese of Maryland should have been subjected to this 
‘ross discourtesy at the Vatican.” 

You should now seek admission to Bishop Paret’s Church. 
You see you would lose nothing in the respect and esteem of the 
ommunity, and you would gain a clear conscience. Are you 
raid that you might lose your soul by renouncing Popery’ Dr. 
.insolving and your other Protestant Episcopal friends in Balti- 
ore could enlighten you on that point; and if they fail to avail 
hemselves of such an opportunity of being a true friend to you, 
y bringing before you the Scriptural way of salvation such as they 
reach to their own people, I shall be happy to tell you, from the 
Vord of God and by the experience of a great cloud of witnesses 
iat you can be saved in this life and for eternity, if you should 
enounce the Pope and all his works and cast yourself upon the 
iercy of God through faith in the Lord Jesus Christ and his 
tonement for the sins of the whole world. A Letter of that kind 
ould be more congenial to me, and perhaps more helpful to you, 
1an the discussion of public affairs in which your Church is for 


ver meddling, and, I am happy to say, at this time with disastrous 
esults to itself, 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


A later despatch, under the heading, “The Vatican Snubs 
Cardinal Gibbons?” in the New York Times, May 4, said: 


Rome, May 3, 1910.—The Right Rev. William Paret, Protes 
tant Lpiscopal bishop of Maryland, has left Rome for Florence. 
tiis triends say that he was not attected by the incident with the 
Vatican, which is interpreted as mdicating the intention of the 
authorities there to snub Cardinal Gibbons, who so warmly recom 
mended Bishop Paret tor a private audience of the Pope. 

lhe Cardinal went so iar as to give the Bishop six letters—foi 
Caruinal Merry del Val, bishop Kennedy (rector of the Ameri 
can College), Mgr. Lisleti (the Papal majordomo), etc. 

When Bishop Paret inquired the best way to gain an audience 
oi the Pope he was informed that his introduction to Cardinal 
Merry del Val was the most important, and was quite sufficient to 
ettect his object. He went to the Vatican, but could not see 
Cardinal Merry del Val. He then wrote to the Papal Secretary 
vl State, explaiming that Cardinal Gibbons had requested that an 
audience be granted as a personal favor to himself (Cardinal 
(,ibbons ). 

Cardinal Merry del Val’s secretary answered, regretting that 
the Pope was not giving audiences at that time. Bishop Paret 
replied that he would be in Rome for several weeks, whereupon 
he was informed that his Holiness “is neither a picture nor a statue 
tu be inspected and criticised” and that the requested audience 
could not be granted. 

Che friends of Bishop Paret consider this an affront to Car- 
linal Gibbons, 

lt is reported that shortly before he departed Bishop Paret 
was told that he might see the Pope in collective audience amid 
a crowd of other person, which offer Bishop Paret ignored. 

| expect it will be a long time, Cardinal, before any more of 
your Protestant friends will honor you with requests for letters 
of introduction to Vatican officials tor them, I hope so, at any 
rate. When we look back over the history of the Papacy with its 
record of cruelty, duplicity, persecution, and perversion of the 
truth of God, it is amazing that any Protestant should go out o1 
his way to show respect or admiration towards the head of that 
Church which his forefathers called the “Babylon” of the Apo 
calypse. ‘There is abundant evidence that the Roosevelt-Vatican 
incident has made many thinking men see a new light on the gen 
eral subject of Papal audiences, and this snub to Bishop Paret 
and yourself will not only deepen the effect on their minds, but 


open the eyes of others also. Some of our leading papers have 
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made as much fuss over this affront to Bishop Paret by the Vati 
can, as they did regarding the Roosevelt rumpus. For instance 
the New York Independent, May 12, 1910, said: 


Why should the Protestant Episcopal Bishop of Marvland 
desire a private audience with the Pope. and why should his 
neighbor in Baltimore, the Cardinal, be willing to give him such 
i letter? We do not imagine that the Bishop was a prospective 
convert: if so, he would have got the audience quickly enough 

Tt might be a pleasure to the Bishop to see His Holiness, but 
he would hardly tell him that the Episcopal Church has laid awav 
in innocuous desnetude the statements in its thirtv-nine articles 
that “the Church of Rome hath erred, not only in their living and 
manner of ceremonies, but also in matters of faith: that “the 
Romish doctrine concerning Purgatory, pardons, worshipping 
and adoration, as well of images as of relics, and also invocation 
of saints, is a fond [foolish] thing. vainly invented, and grounded 
in no warranty of Scripture, but rather repugnant to the Word 
of God;” and that transubstantiation “is repugnant to the plain 
words of Scripture, overthroweth the nature of a sacrament. and 
hath given occasion to many superstitions.” No: he would not 
have reminded the Pope of these little differences 

The Independent does not like the Pe ype to he compared to 
picture or a statue on exhibition, but still he has to he “on show 
ind is the chief attraction in Rome 

But for this fact the Italian Government would not have left 
him the dignity and glory of the Vatican. We have heard th 
mount of money spent by Americans in Rome every vear for 
pictures, antiquities, villas and palaces and other things estimated 
it from thirty to a hundred millions. The hotel keepers and 
merchants who will secure you, for twenty liras, admission to a 
public audience with the Pope, would never allow him to be 
lriven from the citv. And these visitors are not by any mean 
all gaping Americans. 

Even the Socialists, the Freemasons and the Jews hold the Pope 
ind his presence too rich an attraction to be given up. They may 
look on him as an antiquity, like the Coliseum, but they value 
him all the same: while to the thousands who come each vear to 
nav their veneration, he is the earthly center of their faith. 

When the reporters interviewed you on this subject. you de 
clined to discuss it, merely saving there must he a mistake some 
where. And sure enough, after an interval of two weeks, you 
said on Mav 16, that vou had received a cablegram from Bishop 
Paret: “Mistake verv false. No refusal. No discourtesy 


One cannot read that despatch without being forcibly reminded 
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of Mark Twain’s remark when told that it was rumored he was 
dead. “That report,” said he, “is greatly exaggerated.” If Mr. 
Clemens were still alive—he died at his home in Connecticut only 
in March—how he would have laughed over that message, sup- 
posedly from one exalted churchman to another. | 

It has been one of the dreams of your life that the American 
people should look with favor upon your Church, and account 
it one of the Christian denominations, somewhat like the Epis 
copal. Is that hope now shattered ? 

The Vatican officials, however, are not the only persons in your 
Church who are causing you trouble at this time. Nearer home 
there is vour confrére, Archbishop William H. O’Connell. of 
Boston, who has denounced Mr. Roosevelt in most bitter terms 
for snubbing the Pope, and boldly proclaimed that the contem 
plated union of all Roman Catholic societies in the United States 
has political purposes in view. An organization like this bodes 
ill for the preservation of our free institutions. No one imagines 
that Dr. O’Connell would take such a radical step as this without 
direct orders from Rome; and he uses his supposed spiritual 
power over the people to compel obedience to the Pope, as he is 
coerced himself. So that it amounts to this, that if the Pope 
should order a certain line of policy, which would be detrimental 
to our system of government, the Catholic people must obey him 
under penalty of the loss of their souls. This would be a develop- 
ment of the controversy between Mr. Roosevelt and the Vatican 
which the doughty Colonel could not have foreseen—the eterna’ 
damnation of the souls of his Catholic friends. You know, Car 
dinal, even you could not give absolution to any man who dis- 
obeys the Pope, and without priestly absolution there is for them 
no escape from the condemnation due to sin. In your Church 
all other sins can be forgiven except refusal to obey the Pope’s 
orders. We all remember the case of Father Edward McGlynn, 
who for defying the Pope could not receive absolution until he 
went to Rome. There is not a bishop or priest in America to-day 
who could give you, Cardinal though you are, absolution if vou 
had fallen under the Papal ban. There I leave you this month. 

Yours truly, James A. O’ConnorR 





